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FOR RELEASE:

20 July 1972

FROM:

Kika de la Garza

92-337

WASHINGTON, D C -- No matter who wins the presidential election in November and regardless of the. margin of victory, many Americans will continue to feel that
any President should be limited to serving only one term, probably of six years.

I

think the people should have the right to make a decision on this important matter.
Therefore, I plan to introduce next year a resolution proposing a constitutional amendment to this effect.

At present, of course, service in the Presidency is limited under

the Constitution (as amended> to two four-year terms.
It is interesting to note that during the Constitutional Convention of
1787 the most heated and prolonged debate came over the question of finding a satis-

factory method of electing the President.

After more than 60 ballots had been taken,

the four-year term with no restriction on reelection was approved.

This solution ob-

Viously was a compromise between convention delegates who favored a single term for the
President and those who supported an unlimited tenure of the office.
After that momentous decision of 1787 was agreed to, our nation functioned
under its prOVisions until 1951.

In that year the two-term limitation was adopted as

an amendment to our Constitution.

During the 1787-1951 period, although the consti-

tutional prOVision did not change, the debate over presidential terms went on steadily,
particularly af.ter President Franklin D. Roosevelt broke the two-term tradition.

Most

of the proposals put forward would have changed the term from four to six years, with
a great majority

~f

these proposals making the President ineligible for reelection.

Perhaps it is time to give the question new consideration.

* * * * * * *
~

Mill CON -- Points for and against a single six-year term have been.·

advanced

n~t

torians,

p~litical

only by members of Congress and other public officials but also by hiscommentators,_and others.

Some of these points are summarized

below.
Pro:
One six-year term would make it unnecessary for the President, no matter
who, to devote so much of his time, energy and talents to purely political tasks.

The

President would be free to concentrate completely on his official responsibilities.

Six

years is long enough for one man to endure in a position filled with the pressures and
tensions of the Presidency.

The effect

w~uld

be to streamline the Presidency in such

a way as ultimately to make the office more fully responsive to the concerns of all
Americans.

At least five Presidents--Andrew Jackson, James Buchanan, Rutherford B Hayes,

Andrew Johnson and Lyndon Johnson--are on record aa favoring a single six-year term.
Con:
The strongest control on the President is his concern about the judgment
the voters will pass on him at the next election.

The idea that a President should be

above politics is lnconsi!tent with our system of government and amounts to a vote of
no confidence in democracy.

A President above politics is a President remote from the

processes of government and from the people.

Four years is too long a term for a

President who does not truly lead, too short for a President who is attempting a great
work of improvement; changing the term to six years would increase the likelihood of
its being too long, without giVing any assurance that it would be long enough.

* * * * * * *
ProPLI SHOULD DECIDE -- Those are the main arGuments for and against.

The

American people. in the end, should decide which are stronger, and that is why I am
going to introduce a constitutional amendment to prOVide for one six-year term.

* * *

* .,.

* *

PRESIDENTlAL_9HALlFICATIONS -- The only constitutional restrictions on
qualifying for the biggest job in the world is that the President must be a U.S. citizen
not less than 35 years of age.

Are these sufficient nawaday.d

Should we expect more?

What standards are necessary for a person actually to qualify for being President of
the United States?
Frankly. these are questions I am not prepared to answer.
to me that they offer something for all of us to think about.

But it seems

No American should want

less than the best person available as our Chief Executive.

* * * * * * *
VISITORS -- Visiting my office from home during this past week were
Mrs Marvin Jones, Jr. and Kr Harvey Buehring both of Edinburg; and Mr and Mrs Jesse
TreVino and their daughter Laura of McAllen.

* * * * * * *

